JOURNAL 


OF THE 


ASIATIC SOCIETY OF BENGAL. 


—«@ ofc o— 


Part I1.—HISTORY, LITERATURE, &c. 


OI a i a i a el NA NANAI a ta i ed 


No. 1.—1901. 


A~ 


Abü-l-Fazls account of the Multan Sirkar in the Third Book of the 
Ain-t-Akbari.—By E. D. Macaca, C.S, 


[Read December, 1900.] 


Abū-l-Fazl in the Third Book of the Ain-i-Akbari describes among 
other provinces the Stba of Multan (pp. 325 to 336 of Jarrett’s 
Translation, Vol. II), This Sūba was divided into 3 Sirkdrs one of 
which, the Sirkar of Multan, includes the present British district of 
that name. Having been stationed in that district for some years I 
venture to make a few suggestions regarding certain difficulties which 
present themselves in Abii-]-I*azl’s description of the Sirkar. 

In commencing to describe the Siba Abi-l-Fazl gives an account 
of the rivers which flow through it; he says :— 


‘The Bihat joins the Cinab near the province of Shor and after 
a course of 27 kos they unite with the Ravi near Zafarpiir 
and the three flowing collectively in one stream for 60 kos 
enter the Indus near Uc. Within 12 kos of Firozpir, the 
Biāh joins the Satlaj which then bears several names, viz., 
Har, Hari, Dand, Nirni, and in the neighbourhood of 
Multan, confluent with the former four, their accumulated 
waters unite.’ 


The difficulties of this passage are fully considered in Col. Jarrett’s 
note and I regret to say I can throw little light on the matter. 
Presuming the Jihlam and Cinab to have then met near Trimmt Ghat 
(their present meeting place) the measurement of 27 kos (or say 54 
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miles, see Jarrett Ain. II. 166 7) locates the junction with the Ravi not 
far from the present point of junction and this although the Ravi is 
known to have run at a later date, or at least to have had an alterna- 
tive course, past Multan and to have joined the Cinab south of that 
city. There is now no trace of any village in the Multan district which 
can be identified with Abi-l-Fazl’s Zafarpir. 

As regards the still more mysterious sentence about the Bids and 
Satlaj rivers I may note that in the tract lying between the old bed of 
the Bias in the Multān district and the present bed of the Satlaj there 
are numerous meandering depressions which no doubt represent the 
courses of parts of one or both these rivers. Among the names by which 
these depressions are known are Vihar? and Bhitārī which are no doubt 
the counterparts of the Hari or Har-hari of our text. The word 
Dhandh is applied in this and other Panjab districts to any depression 
through which a river or its branch is hable to flow, and in some places 
the word Wahind or Wend is used in the same sense (e.g., in the name 
of a village, Wahind Sarmani—the word being connected with wahan 
to flow). Another word applied to the old depressions in Multan is Naz 
(e.g., Sukh-nai, Sidh-nai), and the Nurni of Abi-l-Fazl should perhaps 
be read as ‘Nir-nai.’ Depressions of the nature described are also 
known as ‘walas’ or ‘ wahs.’ 

The Sirkar of Multan contained five separate tracts, viz. :— 

(i) Bet Jalandhar Duab, between the Bids and Satlaj. 
(ii) Bari Duaib, between the Bids and Ravi. 
(ii) Ricnāu Duab, between the Ravi and Cinab. 
(iv) Sindh Sagar Duab, between the Cinab and Indus. 
(v) Birtin-i-Panjnad, outside the Five Rivers. 

The reading of the word ‘Bet’ in ‘Bet Jalandhar Duab’ is 
doubtful, see Jarrett IT. 315 n.? Itis said that in old documents the 
phrase is ‘Bast’ or ‘Bist’ ‘Jalandhar Duab;’ but this is not among 
the variants quoted by Blochmann (vernac. p. 550). Bist is said to be a 
contraction for ‘Bias-Satlaj,’ after the manner of ‘ Bari’ ‘ Ricnau,’ &e. 
=` The mahals of the Bet Jalandhar Duab and the castes inhabiting 
them are given as follows by Jarrett. I have added remarks and sug- 
gestions against each :— : 


MAuALS. CASTES. REMARKS. 

Adamwihan ... Hasar ... Bee This village is now held by Sayyids, but is said 
in the settlement records to have been founded 
by one Adam, a Cannar by tribe. The word 
Hasar ( jem ) must be an error for Cannar 
( 3i% ). The Cannars are still a well-known 
tribe in this neighbourhood, and own land in this 
village. 
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MAHALS. 
Jalalabad 


Dunyapur 
Ig 


Rajpur 


Shergarh 


Fathpir 


Kahror 


Khaibuldi 


soe 


oot 


CASTES: 


-Bhim ... 


Uki, Rani 


Junah 


Kachi, Junah, 
Bikanah, Malah 


Jinah ae 


Junah 


Jat and another 
name illegible 


[BI gae 9 jw. 


lydy ly 5% jw 


33 | 


REMARKS. 

This village lies ten miles north of Lodhran: 
there is an old mosque here and remains of the 
old town. Bhim is probably a mistake for 
‘Tahim:’ the Tahims being still found in all 
parts of the Multan district, but now chiefly in 
the south-west of the Kabirwala Tahsil. Tradi- 
tion however ascribes the foundation of this 
village to one Jalal Mahtam and it is just 
possible that ‘Bhim’ here thus stands for 
‘Mahtam,’ but in other instances (see below) it 
is almost certainly a misreading for ‘Talim’ 

A well-known town in the Lodhran Tahsil. 
The tribe referred to is probably that of the 
Utheras, a common tribe in this Tahsil, though 
no longer owning land round Dunyapur. Possibly 
the cognate tribe of the Nuns is also included 
so that the names of the tribes would read: 
‘Uthera, Nin.’ 

Rajapir, some 3 miles north of Lodhran, is 
indicated; and by Junah is meant ‘Joyah; a 
very important tribe along the Satlaj. There 
are still Joyas in the village, though they ascribe 
their immigration to the last century. 

This is a village about 5 miles north of Mails), 
found in the time of the Emperor Sher Shah and 
still showing ruins of its former prosperity. The 
Kachi are certainly Khichi, a tribe of Rajpits 
still holding a good deal of land in the neighbour- 
hood, Jūnahs= Joyas (see above). Bikanah, (v. 
1. Bhanah, etc.), I cannot identify: the Wigamals 
and Sarganas, tribes of this Tahsil, suggest 
themselves. The Malah may refer merely to the 
boatman caste, but there are none of this tribe 
now in the neighbourhood of Shergarh. 

A big brick-built village, afterwards the head 
of a pargana: and, according to tradition, founded 
by the Joyas. It lies about 9 miles south of 
Mailsi. É 

A. municipal town, lying half way between 
Lodhrān and Mailsi. The Joyahs still hold a fair 
amount of land in this neighbourhood. ; 

Khai, now a heap of ruined mounds, lies about 
15 miles north of Mailsi: there are local tradi- 


tions as to its extreme prosperity in the days 


when it received canal irrigation from the Bias. 


It was called Khai-bildi from one Biuldi,-a 
Biloch, who is said to have founded it. The 
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MAHALS. 


Ghali Khirah 


CASTES. 


Kalu, Jat 
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REMARKS. 

tribe referred to may be ‘Jat Mitri,’ the Mitru 
Jats being the chief tribe now in that neighbour- 
hood but the traditional date of the Mitra immig- 
ration is after Akbar’s time. Or the doubtful 
name may be read ‘Sauri,’ the Saurus being 
a tribe in possession of land in the neighbour- 
hood. 

This refers doubtless to the tract near the 
present junction of the Cinab and the Gharah 
(as the lower Satlaj is locally called), which is 
inhabited, mainly, by the Ghallu tribe of Jats 
and its offshoots. The mahal would thus be 
‘Ghalli Gharah,’ and the tribe ‘Ghallt Jat.’ 


Similarly as regards the Bari Duab :— 
Bhim, Maral .., 


Tslampur 


IsmaSlpir ... 


Multan Town... 


Tulambah 


Villages of the 
parganah of 
Caukhandi 

Suburban disg- 

trict of Multan 


Villages of the 
parganah of 
Khatpur 


Maral 


Blim, 


Sbaikhzada 


Sohu 


Bhim 


vee 


et 


I have been told by a peasant that Islam- 
pur was the old name for Gardezpur in the 
Shuja’abad Tahsil; but the Marrals have left no 
traces of their power so far south and I expect 
the Islampur is near Kasba (in the south of the ` 
Multan Tahsil) which is the present headquarters 
of the Marral tribe. The Islampur ‘topa’ is 
still spoken of as a measure of capacity in the 
Shuja‘abad Tahsil. 

Site unknown. I have been told verbally how- 
ever that this place lay near Koth Nijabat, some 
12 miles east of Shuja‘abad: and this is not 
unlikely. 

The vernac. is ‘ Bulda Multin’ and this term is 
applied in all Imperial sanads, ctc., to the tract 
round the city (chiefly to the north and cast) 
not to the city itself. The Shaikhzadas are the 
Quraishis who held charge of the famous shrines 
of Baha-ul-Haqq and Rukn-i-‘Alam. : 

This is Tulambah on the Ravi in the Kabir- 
wala Tahsil and the tribe referred to is that of 
the ‘Sahis,’ still very prevalent in those parts. 

Caukhandi itself was in the Ricnau Duab 
(sce below). 


The vernac. is ‘Haveli Shahr?’ The Haveli 
parganah of Imperial times seems to have stretch- 
ed along the Cinab river north of Multan, and 
this is now the chief habitat of the Tahim tribe 
in the district. 


Khatpir was in the Ricnāu Duab (see_below). 
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MAHALS, CASTES. 
Villages of the J00000 

parganalı of 

Deg Ravi 
Shah‘alampur a... . 
Villages of the = sane . 


parganah of - 
Khiai-bildi 
Matilah see Ricci 


The Ricnau Duab :— 


Trajpur and Kharal a 
Deg Ravi 

Caukhandi ... ditto. 

Khatpur a. dat, Sindha ... 

Dalibhati ... Khayral vee 


Kalba ooo aoe Jat, Sohu ore 


REMARKS. 
This parganah was in the Ricnāu Duab (see 
below). 


Site unknown. I have been told verbally by 
native informants that this lay somewhere in the 
south-east of the Multan Tahsil. 

This is the Khai-buldi referred to on page 3. 


This should probably be read as ‘ Metla’ and 
held to refer to some part of the country held by 
the Metla Jats who are now scattered about in 
the north and east of the Multan Tabsil. 


This mahal lay in the Montgomery district 
apparently between the Deg and Ravi rivers. 
The Kharrals are still a powerful tribe on the 
Ray. 

ditto. ditto. 

There is an insignificant village of this name a 
few miles west of Sarai Siddhi, through which 
the Ravi now runs. As it is called Khatpir 
Sandha, from the Jat tribe of Sandhas, there is 
little reason to doubt its representing the village 
of the text. 

Not identified. The place was probably in the 
Montgomery district and the latter end of the 
name is probably ‘Bhatti,’ and refers to the 
tribe of that name. 

This should be read ‘Kulambah.’ In later 
Imperial times the parganah north of the Ravi 
was known as Kulambah and that to the south 
as Tulambah. The tribe in possession was that 
of the Sahu Jats already mentioned under | 
Tulambah (p. 4). 


The Sindh Sagar Duab:— 


Villages of tren 
Islampur 
Rangpur soo dE ono e 


Raipur Kanki.,, Bhim ... 


Miscellaneous ash 
villages 


See under Bari Duab (p. 4). 


This is a well-known village near the Cinab 
north of Muzaffargarh. 

We should probably read ‘ Raipir Kanakke.’ 
There is a village called Amirpur Kanakke on 
the west bank of the Cinab. 


(‘the Indus it must be remembered was much nearer to the Cinab then than it 
ig now, hence the small number of mahals of the Duab.) 
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Beyond the Five Rivers :— m 

The mahals of this tract need not be meiitioned in detail as they 
are nearly all outside the present Multan district. It will be noticed 
however from the list that the Indus flowed, north of Sitpūr in the 
Muzaffargarh district and that the Cināb apparently joined the Satlaj 
some miles to the east of the present point of junction. The village of 
Rapri, about 8 miles west of Jalalpir Pirwala, which now lies slightly 
to the east of the Cinab, then lay on the west. The ‘Majloh Ghazipur’ 
of the text may be the present Ghaziptr in Tahsil Shuja‘abad, but if so 
the river Cinab must have run very much to the east of its present 
course, ‘There is moreover a tradition that the present Ghaziptr 
(which is a large brick village, once the headquarters of a Sikh 
parganah) was founded in the last century by the Nawwabs of Dera 
Ghazi Khan. The list of mahals also includes a place called Ubaorah, 
and if this is the village of that name lying immediately south of 
Jalalptir Pirwala, the Cinab must have then cut off a very considerable 
tract of country which now lies on its eastern bank. 


Ne 


